ournal impact factors have a crucial role, either positive or negative, in establishing the status of a journal and the perceived importance of papers that these journals publish. Two recent editorials 1, 2 call into question the integrity of the data used by the Thomson Corporation to calculate impact factors. The author's concerns include the lack of verification of the primary data, apparent inconsistencies between official impact factors and the posted citation data, errors in the calculations of the total numbers of papers in journals and the categories in which they are placed, and Thomson 0 s customer service. We are not able to offer any insight into verification of the data collection; however, we do wish to comment on the other issues.
First, we have used the Web of Science s on the ISI Web of Knowledge SM site to verify the impact factor of our own journal, Lab Invest, and have found the citation data to be accurate. Second, the article count used for the calculation of the Lab Invest 2006 impact factor is correct. It was not correct in 2004, but was subsequently adjusted by Thomson at our request. Third, our experiences with the support staff at Thomson have always been satisfactory. In this report, we rigorously address the issue of consistency between the published impact factors and the raw citation data presented on the Thomson web site, and unlike Rosser et al, 1,2 we describe here the way our searches were performed and also show our data. It is also possible to use the data on the Web of Science to calculate modified impact factors for journals of interest, such as impact factors excluding journal self-citations or review articles, 3 both of which are helpful in journal evaluation. Because we found the data on the Web of Science to be reliable for the retrospective calculation of impact factors, we hypothesized that it could also be used for prediction of upcoming impact factors. Before the 2006 impact factors were released, we published predicted 2006 impact factors for six Pathology journals, based on the rate of accrual of citation data in real time. 4 We are now able to report that the accuracy of these predictions was greater than 95% in 5 out of 6 cases ( Table 2 ). These data are further evidence of the internal consistency, transparency and usefulness of the Web of Science data:
We therefore conclude that subscribers can use the Thomson ISI Web of Knowledge site with reasonable confidence. We concur that there are mechanisms by which journals, rightly or wrongly, can tilt calculated impact factors in their favor. However, blanket indictment of the data available for computation of impact factors seems to be inappropriate.
